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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. This action is responsive to an amendment filed 06/14/2007. Claims 1 and 3-38 are 
pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments mailed on 06/14/2007 Remarks are not persuasive because of the 
following: 

The applicant argues on page 13 that "The Examiner suggested clarifying particular 
language in the independent claims, but made no other substantive comments in regard to the 
claims ". Examiner respectfully disagrees with this argument. There was no such an agreement. 
The examiner made a comment that visually communicating the telephone directory 

number in response to the second telephone call is not being claimed in claiml (see interview 

summary mailed on 01/30/2007). 

Regarding claims 1, 3-5, 8, 10, 11, 13-16, 21-25, 32-35, and 37, the applicant argues on 
pages 16-20, that there can be no motivation to combine the teachings of Freeh and Henningson 
as suggested in the Office Action, because Freeh teaches away from any such modification, and 
even if, for the sake of argument the combination was proper, the combination still lacks features 
of the independent claims. Examiner respectfully disagrees with this argument. The examiner 
recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of 
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the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
Bouvier provides the suggestion that the announcement data for caller's number is transmitted to 
called party (col.6, lines 15-20). 

Therefore, rejection of the claims in view of Freeh et al. and Henningson et al. will 
remain. 

3. With respect to the 35 USC 103 rejections, Examiner respectfully disagrees for the same 
reasons given above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or rionobviousness. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



7. Claims 1, 3-5, 8, 10, 11, 13-16, 21-25, 28, 32-35 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of 
Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350). 

Regarding claim 1, Freeh teaches a method for providing audible and visual caller 
information for calls routed from a first telephone station to a second telephone station via a 
switching network, comprising: 

placing a call [i.e., first telephone call] from the calling station 111 [i.e., first telephone 
station] directed to the called station 1 12 [i.e., second telephone station] via an originating switch 
101 [i.e., first service switching point] of the switching network (fig.l, 2; col.3, lines 36-43, 
col.4, lines 16-18, col.6, lines 1-42); 
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Freeh further teaches placing a new call [i.e., second telephone call] from SCN/EP [i.e., 
services node] to the called station 112 via a terminating switch 102 [i.e., second service 
switching point], the second call transmitting an audible message to the second telephone station 
(fig.6) (col.3, lines 36-43, col.5, lines 38-42); 

Freeh further teaches replacing a telephone directory number associated with the SCN/IP 
with a telephone directory number associated with the calling station 111 (col.6, line 21-col.7, 
line 9); (Note: since call legs 152 and 153 are being disconnected after the direct connection 
between call leg 151 and the called party's line is established (see fig.l; col.7, lines 1-4) it is 
inherent that the directory number assigned to SCN/IP is replaced by directory number 
associated with the calling station) 

Freeh further teaches determining information associated with the calling station 111 
from a database stored at a services control point (col.5, lines 66, 67, col. 6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 29- 
31); 

Freeh further teaches audibly announcing [i.e., communicating] the information 
associated with the calling station 111 to the called station 112 (col.6, lines 12-20, 45-51). The 
audible communication is in response to the second call transmitting an audible message to the 
second telephone station (fig. 6) and corresponds to the caller's telephone number [i.e., the 
telephone directory number of the first telephone station] that inherently replaced the telephone 
directory number associated with the services node via the second call and the second service 
switching point (col.6, lines 12-20, 45-51). 

However, Freeh does not specifically teach a method for providing visual caller 
information for calls and visually communicating the telephone directory number of the first 
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telephone station to the second telephone station. Henningson teaches a method for providing 
visual caller information for calls and displaying [i.e., visually communicating] the Automatic 
Number Identification (ANI) information [i.e., the telephone directory number] of the caller' 
telephone station 38 [i.e., the first telephone station] to the second telephone station (fig. 11, item 
168; col. 10, lines 49-65). This visually communication is in response to the system paging [i.e., 
the claimed "second call"] the subscriber (fig.l 1, item 168). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art the time the invention was made to modify Freeh such that the 
called party's display unit can display the caller telephone number information to the called party 
in order to allow the called party to decide whether he will save or delete selective telephone 
numbers. 

Regarding claim 3, Freeh teaches transmitting an audible message to the second 
telephone station requesting a response identifying whether to accept or reject the call (fig.4, step 
21;col.6, lines 12-20,45-58). 

Regarding claim 4, Freeh teaches receiving from the second telephone station a signal 
identifying whether to accept or reject the call (fig.4, step 22; col.6, lines 63, 64). 

Regarding claim 5, Freeh teaches connecting the first telephone station and the second 
telephone station if the second telephone station accepts the call (fig.4, step 22; col.6, line 63- 
col.7, line 3); 

inherently terminating the call if the second telephone station rejects the call (fig.4, step 
21; col.6, lines 12-20, 45-58). . 

Regarding claim 8, Freeh teaches receiving information associated with the first telephone 
station and with the second telephone station (col. 5, lines 38-54, col.6, lines 29-32). 
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Regarding claim 10, Freeh teaches retrieving a name associated with the first telephone 
station (col.5, line 66- col. 6, line 1). 

Claim 11 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1. 
Furthermore, Freeh teaches that at the service switching point, forwarding a request to the 
service control point to identify the SCN/IP [i.e., one of the plurality of services nodes] to place a 
second call to the second telephone station (col.5, lines 38-56); 

at the service control point, identifying the SCN/IP to place a new call to the second 
telephone station (col.5, lines 38-56, 66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5); 

at the SCN/IP identified by the service control point, forwarding a request to the service 
control point to provide information associated with the first telephone station (col.5, lines 38-56, 
66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 40-44); 

at the service control point, identifying information associated with the first telephone 
station from a database on the service control point (col.5, lines 66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20); 
(Note: database is inherent for SCP) 

at the SCN/EP identified by the service control point, receiving the information associated 
with the first telephone station from the service control point (col.5, lines 66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 
12-20, 40-44, 55-62). 

Regarding claim 13, Freeh teaches that information identifying the second telephone 
station (col.6, lines 12-20, 40-44). 

Regarding claim 14, Freeh teaches that querying a database using information identifying 
the second telephone station (col.6, lines 12-20, 40-44). (Note: database is inherent for SCP) 
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Regarding claim 15, Freeh teaches a request from the second telephone station to accept 
the call from the first telephone station (fig.4, step 2; col. 6, lines 63, 64). 

Regarding claim 16, Freeh teaches a request from the second telephone station to reject 
the call from the first telephone station (fig.4, step 21; col.6, lines 63, 64). (Note: if the called 
party presses 2, then it rejects the call, therefore, it is inherent that the second telephone station 
can make a request to reject the call from the first telephone station) 

Claim 21 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1. 
Furthermore, Freeh teaches that a services control point communicating with the first service 
switching point, the second service switching point and the SCN/IP and having a database 
including information associated with the first telephone station wherein the SCN/IP receives the 
information associated with the first telephone station from the service control point (fig. 1 ; 
col.5, lines 66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 29-62). (Note: database is inherent for SCP) 

Regarding claim 22, Freeh teaches that the service control point, upon receipt of a request 
from the service switching point, queries inherently a database and identifies a SCN/IP adapted 
to connect the first telephone station and the second telephone station (col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 29- 
67, col. 7, lines 1-4). 

Regarding claim 24, Freeh teaches that the identified SCN/IP initiates a query to the 
service control point requesting information concerning the first telephone station (col.5, lines 
66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 29-62). 
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Regarding claim 25, Freeh further teaches that the service control point queries inherently 
the database and returns information concerning the first telephone station to the SCN/IP (col. 5, 
lines 66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 29-62). 

Regarding claim 28, Freeh further teaches that the service control point sends information 
associated the first telephone station to the SCN/IP (col.5, lines 66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 
29-62), 

Regarding claim 32, Freeh teaches that the SCN/EP requests the second telephone station 
to identify if the second telephone station will accept or reject the call from the first telephone 
station (fig. 4, step 21; col.6, lines 55-62). 

Regarding claim 33, Freeh teaches that the second telephone station accepts the call from 
the first telephone station and the SCN/IP connects the first telephone station with the second 
telephone station (fig.4, steps 21, 22; col.6, lines 55-66). 

Regarding claim 34, Freeh teaches that if the second telephone inherently rejects the call 
from the first telephone station and the SCN/IP terminates the call from the second telephone 
station (fig.4, step 21; col.6, lines 55-58). 

Regarding claim 37, Freeh teaches that the SCN/IP upon receipt of a request from the 
second telephone station to accept the call from the first telephone station, connects the first 
telephone station with the second telephone station (fig.4, steps 21, 22; col.6, lines 55-67, col.7, 
lines 1-4). 
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8. Claims 6 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh et 
ai. (U.S. Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) further 
in view of Devillier (U.S. Patent No. 5,850,435). 

Regarding claims 6 and 35, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "connecting the 
first telephone station with the voice mailbox of the second telephone station". Devillier teaches 
connecting the calling party with the voice mail of the second telephone station (abstract; fig.l, 
fig.4; col.3, lines 37-49; 'calling party' reads on the claim 'first telephone station', 'voice mail' 
reads on the claim 'voice mailbox' and 'second telephone ' reads on the claim 'second telephone 
station'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Freeh in view of Henningson to connect the first telephone station 
with the voice mailbox of the second telephone station as taught by Devillier. The motivation for 
the modification is to have the ring timer in order to provide message storage for the called party 
for later retrieval. 

9. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) further n view of 
Griffiths et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,481,602). 

Regarding claim 7, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "continuing to send a 
ringing signal to the first telephone station until. a ring timer expires". Griffiths teaches playing 
ringing to the calling party until a timer expires (abstract; col.2, lines 1-20; 'playing ringing' 
reads on the claim 'continuing to send a ringing signal', 'calling party' reads on the claim 'first 
telephone station' and 'ring timer' reads on the claim 'timer'). Thus, it would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of 
Henningson to allow a ring timer as taught by Griffiths. The motivation for the modification is to 
have the ring timer in order to provide the calling party more time having the chance to get 
connected with the called party. 

10. Claims 9, 17 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) 
further in view ofMadoch etal. (U.S. Patent No. 6,141,409). 

Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1. 
Furthermore, Freeh teaches that receiving the information associated with the first telephone 
station from the service control point (col.5, lines 66, 67, col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 29-3 1); 

However, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "at the service control point, 
querying a second service control point for the information associated with the first telephone 
station". Madoch teaches at the service control point, querying a second service control point for 
the originating number (fig.4; col.4, lines 30-49; 'the originating number 5 reads on the claim 'the 
information associated with the first telephone station'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of 
Henningson to allow a query a second service control point as taught by Madoch. The motivation 
for the modification is to have the query a second service control point in order to provide the 
information associated with the calling party. 
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Regarding claim 17, Freeh teaches querying inherently a database at the services control 
point for the information associated with the first telephone station (col. 6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 55- 
62). 

Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "if no information is found in the database at 
the service control point, querying at least another service control point for the information 
associated with the first telephone station". Madoch teaches if no information is found in the 
database at the service control point, querying a second service control point for the originating 
number (fig.4; col.4, lines 30-49; 'a second service control point' reads on the claim 'at least 
another service control point' and 'the originating number' reads on the claim 'the information 
associated with the first telephone station'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of Henningson to 
allow a query a second service control point as taught by Madoch. The motivation for the 
modification is to have the query a second service control point in order to provide the 
information associated with the calling party. 

Freeh further teaches that at the service control point, transmitting the information 
associated with the first telephone station to the services node (col.6, lines 1-5, 12-20, 55-62). 

Regarding claim 27, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "said service control point 
queries at least a second service control point for information associated with the first telephone 
station". Madoch teaches the service control point, querying a second service control point for 
the originating number (fig.4; col.4, lines 30-49; 'the originating number' reads on the claim 'the 
information associated with the first telephone station'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of 
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Henningson to allow a query a second service control point as taught by Madoch. The motivation 
for the modification is to have the query a second service control point in order to provide the 
information associated with the calling party. 

11. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) further in view 
of Malik et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,404,875). 

Regarding claim 12, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "retrieving at least more 
than 15 characters of data from said database". Malik teaches retrieving at least more than 15 
characters of data from the database (col.3, lines 13-26, col.8, lines 57-67, col.9, lines 1-21). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Freeh in view of Henningson to allow more than 15 characters of data as taught 
by Malik. The motivation for the modification is to have more than 15 characters of data from 
the database in order to provide information about the calling party as well as the called party. 

12. Claims 18-20 and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freeh et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) 
further in view of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,400,809). 

Regarding claim 18, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "converting textual 
information to audible signals". Bossemeyer teaches converting textual caller information to 
text-to-speech format (abstract; fig,3; col.3, lines 63-67, col.4, lines 1-6; 'caller information' 
reads on the claim 'information' and 'text-to-speech format' reads on the claim 'audible 
signals'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to modify Freeh in view of Henningson to allow a conversion as taught by 
Bossemeyer. The motivation for the modification is to have the conversion in order to provide a 
change in data from one format to another format. 

Regarding claim 19, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "converting textual 
information to audible signals by means of computer-generated sounds". Bossemeyer teaches 
converting textual caller information to text-to-speech format by means of pre-processor 
(abstract; fig.3, fig.4; col.3, lines 16-20, col.4, lines 17-28; 'caller information' reads on the 
claim 'information', 'text-to-speech format' reads on the claim 'audible signals' and 'pre- 
processor' reads on the claim 'computer-generated sounds'). Thus, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of 
Henningson to allow a conversion as taught by Bossemeyer. The motivation for the modification 
is to have the conversion in order to provide a change in data from one format to another format. 

Regarding claims 20 and 31, Freeh teaches playing announcements (col.6, lines 55-62; 
'announcements' reads on the claim 'pre-recorded speech files'). 

Regarding claim 29, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "the services node 
converts the information associated with the first telephone station to an audible message". 
Bossemeyer teaches converting textual caller information to text-to-speech format (abstract; 
fig.3; col,3, lines 63-67, col.4, lines 1-6; 'caller information' reads on the claim 'information' 
and 'text-to-speech format' reads on the claim 'audible signals'). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeh in 
view of Henningson to allow a conversion as taught by Bossemeyer. The motivation for the 
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modification is to have the conversion in order to provide a change in data from one format to 
another format. 

Regarding claim 30, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "the audible message is 
computer-generated". Bossemeyer teaches the text-to-speech format by means of pre-processor 
(abstract; fig.3, fig.4; col.3, lines 16-20, col.4, lines 17-28; 'caller information' reads on the 
claim 'information', 'text-to-speech format' reads on the claim 'audible message' and 'pre- 
processor' reads on the claim 'computer-generated'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of 
Henningson to allow a conversion as taught by Bossemeyer. The motivation for the modification 
is to have the conversion in order to provide a change in data from one format to another format. 

13. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) further in view 
of Dugan et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,363,411). 

Regarding claim 23, Freeh teaches audibly announcing the information associated with 
the first telephone station to the second telephone station (col.6, lines 55-62). 

Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "a signal is detected". Dugan teaches that 
DTMF tones is detected in response to system prompts (col. 70, lines 1 1-30; 'DTMF tones' reads 
on the claim 'signal'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of Henningson to allow a signal detection 
as taught by Dugan. The motivation for the modification is to have the detection in order to 
provide a request for the information associated with the calling party. 
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14. Claims 26 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) further 
in view of Cox et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,812,533). 

Regarding claims 26 and 38, Freeh in view of Henningson fails to teach "at least more 
that 50 characters of data". Cox teaches retrieving at least 50 characters of information from the 
database (abstract; col.2, lines 49-67, col. 17, lines 50-67, col. 18, lines 1-67; 'information' reads 
on the claim 'data'). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Freeh in view of Henningson to allow a 50 characters of 
data as taught by Cox. The motivation for the modification is to have the higher data length in 
order to provide enough space for the user's name. 

15. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Freeh et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,233,325) in view of Henningson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301,350) further in view 
of Devillier (U.S. Patent No. 5,850,435) further in view of Griffiths et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,481,602). 

Regarding claim 36 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 7. 

Conclusion 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S. Elahee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7536. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MD SHAFIUL AL AM ELAHEE 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 
August 20, 2007 



